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A VOICE FROM T HE LIVING 


| The following is the Address to which we published | 
a preface or explanation in our last paper. We give | 
it all convenient publicity, as a SonpMN WARNING to | 
chureh members. | 





superstitious Ministers and wicked 
ape son 
TO THE RE MHCMAS H. SKINNER. 
. AND DFAR SIR, 

I am not disposed to donbt the correctness of 
your statements, as published in the American 
Centinel and Mercantile Advertiser, of June 26, 
nor of the sincerity of your motives in *¢ draw- 
ing up for publication, the Tract rec collie pub- 
lis! ied “f the Tract Society of P hiladelphia, 

called * Another Voice from th But, 
sir, | may perhaps be permiite dto doubt, as I 
presume many will, of the discreeiness of your 
conduct in this particular, us also that of the 
Tract Society. 

Your motives are plainly diseoverable, in your 
address alluded to above, in these w ords: “The 
nature of those communications; the various, 
deeply complicated, and most interesting inci- 
they involved; their awful character ; 
the apparent absence of all selfish design ; nay, 
ihe apparent evidence of a sacrifice of private 
out of regard to the welfare of others, 

1d the good effects which their disclosure seem- 
me calculated to produce, particularly on per- 
sons of abandoned lives, conspired to annihilate 
oy doubt of their genuineness, to make in- 
credulity seem a crime, and to enhance the sup- 
posed excellence of the person by whom they 
where transmitted for publication.” 

This sir. shows at once, not only the state of 
vour mind, but (being in such a state) the sin- 
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cerity of your motives. but, may I not be per- 
mitted to ask, on a review of the subject, is it 
not surprising, even to yourself, that yon should 
have been so confirmed in the truth of the story, 
by the evidence which you have laid before the 





public, (and it is presumed there is no better 
evidence of its authenticity ) as to think trere- 
lulity a crume 7 Wh ren, af you had only ti: ken | 


pains to have gone into the street (being a very 
short one) wv here the event was allewed to have 
taken place, you might have been satislied at 
that the particular circumstances stated 


once, 
in the Tract did not exist! Or, at least, that 
they did not take place in that street. ‘Uhis 


would have probably led to a detection of the 
inposition, and prevented its being published to 
the world! 

But I shall pass over all this, (as 1 wish to 
spare you as much as possible,) and meet you 
on your own ground; that is, on the supposition 
that the Tract had been really true as stated. 
On this ground, permit me to inquire into * the 





sure of such communications as those published in| 
this Tract) seemed calculated to produce.” It} 
is acknowledged that the opinions of men difler, 
and will differ, materially, though equally hon-| 
est, as to the ‘best means of doing good. But} 
to suppose, even admitting the truth of all th rat | 
was alleged in the Tract, relative to the a ban- | 
doned life, and agonizing, yea, dying c ote ssion, | 
of the wretched subject of the story, (who, a¢- 


‘some other account, finally obtain mercy. 


cording to that confession, had been the dis- 
grace ‘of her sex, and whose word, even ona 
death bed, unless she was comidered a new crea- 
ture, could not have been entitled to much cre- 
dit,) to suppose, I say, that the disclosure of 


‘such circumstances was calculated to do good, 


discovers, in my humble opinion, more weak- 
ness than I should be willing to attach to any 
pastor of a church of Christ: and yet, is not this 
the most favourable construction which can be 
put upon your being the means of sending this 
Tract into the world? 

For, it may be asked, in what way were these 
good effects, so much calculated upon, to have 
been produced? Was it the disclosure of the 
abandoned life, or the disclosure of the dying 
confesston, Which was so much calculated upon 
to produce these good effects ? 

| apprehend that it will not be pretended that 
the disclosure of the former could be of any real 
service to the public; and in what way was the 
disclosure of the latter calculated to do good? 
Was this disclosure to be brought in competition 
with the word of God? Or was it to add to the 
validity, or give new strength to the record 
which is given us of his Son?) This will not be 
pretended. If it was the object to awaken and 
rouse the attention of ** persons of abandoned 
lives,’ was this Tract better calculated to do it 
than the divine testimony? Certainly not. And 
if the scriptures themselves were inefficient, 
what was there in the Tract calculated to pro- 
duce this happy effect? Whatever, sir, you 
may think to the contrary, | make no doubt ‘but 
that many who believe the ‘Tract true, in other 
respects, will still think that the unhappy ago- 
nizing soul died a true and sincere penitent ;— 
and, thor igh unknown to herself, will, on this or 
For 
will you pretend that the sinner must know he 
is forgiven, or else there is no mercy in store 
for him? Even admitting all the rest of the 
Tract true, I should have calculated nothing 
upon the unhappy creature’s saving, * Hell is 
my awfal doom forever.’ ‘This being nothing 
more than matter of opinion, [should have con- 
sidered whether she gave any evidence of sin- 
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mind that, admitting it all true, upon which any 
one could calculate with the least degree of 
certainty, it, would have been far better to have 
let the name, character, and dying confession of 
the unhappy miscreant sunk into oblivion to- 
gether! Such recitals, so far from being “ inter- 

esting,” I should say are truly disgusting to ev 

ery chaste and virtuous mind! 

I hope, sir, you will not think me too severe : 
Ido not write for your sake alone, but for the 
sake of the Tract Society; whom [ consider 
equally responsible with ‘yourself for all the 
good or ill effects this Tract. cither has done, 
or may still do, in the Christian world. With 
all due deference, therefore, | would ask, was 
it not thought that this Tract was calculated to 
give some support to a doctrine, not explicitly 
found in scripture, and to prove which, the 
scriptures are very deficient ; and in this way 
(as the doctrine needs some such aid) it was 
thought to be calculated to do much good? Or 
was it not thought that the disclosure of the 
awful circumstances mentioned in the Tract, 
was calculated to check the progress of a doc- 
trine, the advancement of which seem to give 
mavy good people serious alarm? If either of 
these was the motive, | have only to say, this 
connsel, or this work, ‘being of ‘man, (or rather 
of woman,) has ‘come to nought.’ See Acts v. 38. 

Once more, and | have done. You seem to 
congratulate yourself, that, as you were the 
‘innocent instrument of issuing an imposition on 
the public,” you have also been the * instru- 
nent of eflectually putting to rest the question 
relating to its authenticity.’ In this, sir, 1am 
inclined to think you are as much mistaken as 
you were respecting the truth of those commu- 
nications. 

The Tract has gone, and is still going into 
all parts of the world. I should not think it 
strange if several editions of it have already 
been issued from the press. Some, undoubted- 
ly, will sully believe it; and it will be affected 
to be believed by others who have a certain end 
to answer, by its being considered true: while 
much acrimony and ill humour will be manifest- 

sd, as have already been, against those who 


cere repentance ; and believing this fact, (which shall have the audacity to call its trath in ques- 


| think every one must who believes the Tr: act , tion. 


in this way it has already had its delete- 


true,) | should then have appealed to the scrip-| rious eflects on unsuspecting thousands ; and it 
tures, and to my own Sense of propriety, r atner will undoubtedly find its way into many remote 
than to the opinion of the unhappy woman, whe-! parts of the earth, where the detection of the 
ther God will forgive a sincere penitent or not. ‘imposition willnever overtake it. How thenis the 
Good old Jacob had an erroneous opinion con-| question relating to its authenticity put to rest? 


cerning himself, when he said, .4// these things 


I will suppose a similar case. A deleterious 


are against me !—and the returning prodigal had’ nostrum, containing slow but deadly poison, is 


an erroneous opinion of himself, when he said, { 
am no more worthy to be called thy son !—and why 


imposed upon a re gular and respec table physi- 


cian, (by one in whom he does not suspect any 


might not such an unhappy creature as mention- | 


ed in the Tract have an erroneous opinion of 
herself, and of her final state too, although truly 
and sincerely penitent? 

I am inclined to think, therefore, that, with 
-many, at least, even if the imposition had never 
been detected, the ‘I'ract is calculated to have 
an opposite eflect from that which was designed ; 
but whether it is calculated to do more or less 
good on this account, | will not undertake to say. 

These, and many other considerations which 
‘might be mentioned, argue powerfully in my 





sinister motives) as a salutary preventive of the 
most dangerous of all diseases. The doctor, 
anxious for the good of his species, instead of 
investigating the subject himself (as every one 
would say he ought to have done) takes it upon 
the credit of his beloved friend, who, by the way 
is a notorious quack, and publishes it to the 
world; adding to it the weight of his own name. 
Thousands of the unsuspecting community 
catch at the poisonous draught, while those who 
suspect some fraud are even abused for their in- 


credulity. 
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Inquiry, however, is at length excited, and 
the doctor grows a little uneasy ; and his friends 
become alarmed, and undertake his defence.— 

sut all does not do? the bubble is burst, and the 
imposition is detected! Seeing no room for fur- 
ther defence, the doctor frankly acknowledges 
that, in this matter, * he has been the subject 
of flagrant tinposition:” and he congratulates 
himself that as he was made the innocent instru- 
ment of decetving, so he has been the instrument 
of effectually putting the matter to rest ! 

But, has he done it? No! Nor will he ever 
be able to doit; unless it be in his power to call 
home the gross imposition, and let it rest, where 
itever oughtto have remained—zin ob/ivion ! 

{ will suggest, therefore, my dear sir, what I 
think is your indispensable duty, and the duty 
of the Tract Society of Philadelphia, to do.— 
‘lo use every possible exertion to call home 
vour Tract, and destroy it: 


stead ; 
very cautious how they receive another 
‘rom the same source with any kind of credit. 

It is with extreme regret, 
fessed christians descend to such means to sup- 
port, what lam disposed to think, they really 
believe to be true; calculated, in my humble 
opinion, only to excite the sneer of infidelity and 
the disgust of virtue ! 

I submit it to the candid, whether such reci- 
tals can be calculated either to reform * persons 
of abandoned lives,” or to give support to the 
faith of A nem CHRISTIAN 

Wet fore- 
going subject, and we 


iy remarks on the 


are happy that the judicious Ad- 


yaye not room for lenet 


dress renders it unnec 
lt has been seen. tor a long time, that our sup 
preachers, with the 


their churches. 


essary that we enlarge pa it. 


ati? WS 


assistance of al] the we rH of 


have been ende: ivouriig to te rrifs the 


g 

people with what they have been pleased to call dying 

ls fi om the grave, &e. These speeche es hi: 
pe 

had departed, 

hen the clergymi: 


speeches, ca! Ve, 
into months of 
strength and understanding 


life had 


no doubt, been put rsons, 


? 


of dried up. 1 in sits down 


and makes out the report, and the tract soc 


And thx 


thi ngs, when 


ety publish- 


es it. pene eral mount 


and complexion of thesé 
brought before the public 


into the 


, , 
appear to be ac- 


signed to terrify pé sna belie f of i! ings at 


which reason, scripture, and common sense revolt. 


This * Vorck FRoM THE Livinc,” we hope will 
prove a solemn warning, to these superstitious preach- 
ers, and to all wicked church wie rs, whe strive to 


promote i eystem of terror. 
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The editor of the Kaleidoscope is requested not to take 
it amiss, that we endeavour to correct, what we think 
He finds fault with 
us for ** insinuating” that he had proposed an “attack” 


to be @ few errors in his last paper. 


on Universalism ; 
correct in this, but that we 


and suggests that we are not only in- 
are making an ** attack” 
on rational and liberal christianity. 

if we were wrong in anticipating an * aitack”’ 
Universalism, we are willing to be set right. Our op- 
ponent gave public notice in his paper of the 17th July, 
that the first page of his paper would, in future, be de- 
voted to the explaining and defending of ‘owhat i is now 
called rationa] and liberal christianity, as distinguished 
from Roman Catholicism, Calvinism, Hopkinsianism, 
Universalism, and Deism.’? Now we acknowledge that 
this public notice was considered as a promised “‘attack”’ 
on aj] the sentiments from which the writer said he 
should distinguish ** rational and liberal christianity.” 
And we still think that he never will accomplish his 
promise unless he should be able to disprove all those 


on 


and circulate your: 
address, or, if you please, this address, in HS | eral christianity, 


Whose! 


e thie stre ails 





and, until this is done, the public wi illbe! pe says, “it is liberal in consistency with justice.” He 


‘Tract | then goes on to say that it is consistent with libs rality 


sir. that I see pr °- | does not show that Universalism denies the justice, or the 
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, ought to 
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doctrines, show that they are, none of them ‘rational 
and liberal christianity,’? and present the public with a 
human 


system of divinity, that excludes some of the 


race from the mercy of God, together wit! « © eviden- 


ces which are to support its truth, its ration tity, and 
its liberality. Let us ask the candid question, how can 
any one explain and defend a doctrine as distinguished 
from any other, without proving his own and disprov- 
ing the other? We hadno 
an “‘attack”? was promised, we were desirous of profiting 
by it, and do not yet despair of this object. 
brother will go on and fulfil his promise, or rather attempt 


to doit, he may call it an “tattack”’ on Universalism, or 


disposition to com) lain that 


If our 


he may consider, that the Universalist in his defence is 
making an ‘attack’ 

ference with us; 
something like an attack will not be perceived on our 
part, if he will hold up his own sentiments. 


? on his system, it “ ill make no dil- 


and we will not promise him that 


We think our opponent not altogether correct where 


he attempts to = what he calls ** rational and hb- 


distinguished from Universalism, 


as 


and mercy that offenders should be punished. But he 


mercy, or the liberality of punishment. ‘Chis he surely 


he 


‘In is punish- 


have or how does 


distinguish ? 


atte mpted, at least, 
We profess to believe that 
ed, and we believe that this pumishment is just, merci- 
ful, and liberal. peal to the 
VW hit h do 


And we ay judgment of 


every candid reader to sa rctrine has the great- 
est claim to these pretensions, the doctrine which teach- 
es that justice requires no more punishment than is ne- 
sinner to recon- 
that teaches that justice will 


VW here is the pro- 


cessary to destroy sin and to bring the 
ciliation, or the doctrine 


punish unmercifully to all eternity. 





priety of calling that punishment merciful and liberal 
that is cruel and eternal? What is the reason thit men 
of sense will t.lk on the subject of divinity with a re- 
versed significction to all words? If our opponent con- 
nues to use the words mercy and liberality, as mic 
ing something consistent with endless punishment, 
let him favour us with an account of what sort of pun- 


ishment that would be, which has no mercy or liberali- 


‘ > 
TY bat. 


This editor contends, 1 ording to our doctrine. 


the execution of a criminal is no punishment, because 
it, at once, introduces the subject to a state of ** per- 
fect and everlasting hap] ima ss.°? Here he has involved 


Uni- 


at the executicn of a culprit 


ceveral mistakes of no smal! m tude, each. Ist. 


agi 


versalism does not teach tir 


introduc es him at once into astute of pe riect and eyer- 


lasting happiness; it disallows any other agency in this 


vreat and glorious work (hou that Alm 


ighty power by | 
which this mortal shall put on in 


unortality, and this cor- | 
ruptible, incorruption. 2d. His supposition amounts 
to this: When the 
death, and says; ‘** may God have mercy on your 


ol 


soul,” 


Judge pronounces the senience 
by this he prays that the man may not be punished for 
his offence. For allowing that the prayer of the Judge 
is granted, our opponent contends that the execution is 
no punishment! And furthermore, this kind of reason- 
ing goes to show that all the means of grace which are 
so often thought to be effectual with criminals before 
are all designed to prevent the execu- 
tion of the Jaw from being any punishment! And Sdly. 
His argument is wholly founded on the most glaring ab- 
surdity ever stated by man, (viz.) that can be no pun- 


ishment which terminates for the good of the punished. 


their execution, 


This is the ground of his argument, and we acknowledge 
that we are directly opposed to his opinion. We con- 
tend that scripture, reason, and experience all unite in 
teaching the doctrine of merciful punishment, of pun- 
ishment which is designed and which will operate for 
the benefit of the punished. And we pledge ourselves 
to support this ground fairly, or with sorrow to give it up. 


i maintain ? 





The three errors which we have here detected may 


serve as a specimen of what our opponent is pleased to 


| 





‘rational and liberal christianity.”” But when 
will he be able to ** explain and vindicate all this? 
Will not the ¢ 
for a s!} 
tianitv’?? Have 
Sof unmerciful punishment as he will be able to 
And will they not call on 


call 
alvinist and the Hopkinsian both come in 


sare of this writer’s “liberal and rational chris. 


they not as good a claim to the doe- 
iriné 
him to distin- 
and that of 
as he has promised to distinguish between his 


and the doctrincs which they hold ? 


zuish between his unmercifal punishment 
thie rs, 
doctrine 
into the errors 


After plunging above pointed out, the 


writer proceeds on this | articular 


that God **the Alm 


subject, contending 


ighty maker of /ree avenis., may 


possess perfect justice and pertect mercy, in perfect 
harmony with eacl other, wiule he permits those /ree 
agents to take their choice of happiness or misery, and 
doom, or lave them to suffer those inevitable conse 


quences of their choice, which he tias clearly explaines 
Now has he 


show that Universali-in does 


to them by reason and scripture.” 
atte mipte d to 

consequences of sin *“* which are clearly pointed 
No, he has 


has come short of his promise : 


even 
not allow 
thes 
lained by reason and 


ut, Or EXp! scrip ture’ 


not. And here again he 
And may we may not say mort 
that he 
that Universalism denies that th 


iy we not contend 


has done wrong in endeavouring to represent 


sinner will suffer those 


nces whit h are in re 


consequt explained ason and scrip- 
ture : But here we w tii touch but lichtly, for we are 
inclined to be charitable towards our opponent. We 


rather think that hi iis acquaintance with what he bas at- 
} 
i 


tempted to oppose may increase, when he wil 
inclined to represent it as he now does, 
We are at a Ie 


by the 


‘termine what the editor means 


those 


> to ar 


following ** Conscience must be in tho 


make a wrong choice, a worm which, will never die,. 
and a fire, which wiil never be quenched, unless they 
are nade new crec tures. in such a sense, as to lose per- 
sonal identity. and become other beings, instead of re- 
maining the same.’ As we co not understand the 
waiters meaning im tl entence, we will not impute 
to hit py other crror than what is manifest on the face 
of it. As we understand the plain import of these 


mttothis; Day 


the affair 


words, they anic d, King of Israel made 


wrong choice in concerning Uriah; Saul 
mude a wrong choice, which led him to persecute the 


church of Christ; Peter made a wrong choice, which 


led hum to a aS Made a wrong choice, 


Hy J : 


which led him to betray luis master,and the conscieuce 


all other sinne1 S, 


of these men, and of wil] be in them 
‘a worm that will never die. and a fire that never will 
be quenched, umicss they are made new creatures, in 


and become 
‘This 
pe f- 


such a sensee. 5s 10 lose }* rsonal identity 
y tie 


jor the 


other bemes, justead of remainin same.” 


ink isa very gross errer ; cvidence is 


lear to the contrary. Notwithstanding David's 
l 


sin was lke crit 
the 


concerning > 


uson, yet he wa: 
diviiis ji ets And the 
cul and Peter, and thousands of other 


brought to experience 
will be allowed 
<in- 


iveness, Same 


ners; and yet we have no reason to believe that any of 


them were ‘* wade new creatures in such a sense, as to 


lose personal idestily, and become other beings, instead 
of rem the sume.”? But let us here remark, that 
the pad | 


gooaness 


aiming 
riptures do not give us such instances of divine 
a design to en- 
courage us in sin, .d us toa know ledge of the 

of God, It 
seems next to impossible that our opponent should be 
im so great an error as this which we think is involved 
in bis words, and yet it scems equally impossible that 
any one should not see that his words convey the idea 
above pointed out. 


and mercy to sinners with 
but to le: 


coodness which leadeth to repentance. 


Coming again to the case of Judas, the editor says, 
in reference to what we had offered by way of query; 
‘** We reply, in our turn, to this question, that we con- 
sider it as answered in our Jast number, and therefore 
this ‘* son of perdi- 
where we are perfectly 


Here the writer 


bid adieu to Judas Iscariot, leaving 
tion,’ in **his own place,” 


willing he 


should rest—if he can.”? 














manifests the real spirit of his unmercifal doctrine.— 
The idea is this; Judas is in a most miserable condition, 
and there he must forever remain, and we feel exactly 
richt for tantalizing hiu; we feel as if we could stand 
over him, see him wreathing in torment, and say, Judas, 
we are perfectly willing that you should rest, tf you 
can. This is the spirit and disposition which we point- 
ed out in our last paper, and our readers have the truth 
of our observations here clearly exemplified. 

This editor has made an effort to place the unscrip- 


tural idea of final impenitence on equal ground with 


universal salvation. We contended that the idea of | 


final impenitence is unscriptural; he says, in reply, 
that the ‘* expression. universal salvation”? is not in the 


-criptures. Thus he would make an offset. 





? 
ucht to know that the two cases are very different.— |} 


, . as 


We never use the expression ** universal salvation,” as 


something granted by cur opposers, but they constantly 


use the expression, ‘the finally impenitent,’? as u the 
} 


idea of final impenitence was uot disputed. I he is 
unable to see this difference, he will never succeed in 
fulfilling his promise. 

But he has explainec what he means by ‘ final im- 
pe nitence’’; and it is an instance of a person’s being 
instantly killed when he isin the act of murdering and 
perhaps blaspheming. By this explanation we are 

ught to believe, that the man’s bemg instantly killed 
while committing a bad act, rendered his impenitence 
final, whereas if it had pleased God to preserve his life 
his ** final impenitence’’? might have been avoided.— 
Che conclusion is, that it is not the moral turpitude of a 

n’s crininality that renders him “ finally Impenitent”’ 

it is an act of God in whose hand our iife and breath 

We will endeavour to look at this subject in a 
apposed case. A man who is a thief, a robber, and a 
} 


jerer, who has grown old in crime is arrested, 


ueht to trial and condemned to be executed. Be- 
een the time of his trial and the day of his execution. 
ristian ministers do not hesitate to go to this con- 


I 
mined criminal with al 


ce.? And such is the success of ministerial jabours, 

t the sinner finds favour and dies an heir of graee. 
‘nother man, in his youth, is powerfully tempted in 
e, and falls into the sin of murder, 
ich is the first out-breaking sin he has committed, in 
act he loses his own life, and his death takes place 


same moment that the other man is executed. ‘They 


th go out of the world at the same time. Th: 
! sinner, whose hfe God spared until he repented, is 
eceived into heaven, the young offender, who has not 
moutted an hundredth part of the crimes of the other 
doomed to everlasting misery, because he died at the 
time his crime was commitied. Now the questien is, 
sas not God himself been the author of the difference 
in the 


world? 


condition of these two sinners, in the eternal 

Is this ** rational and liberal christianity” ?— 
Will this editor and his able coadjntors be able to ex- 
nian and defend this doctrine? Will they ever suceced 
MD proving that our heavenly Father is not «us good to 
This 
question may be vatied, and rendered more pointed.— 
Will they ever prove that our heavenly Father is not 
as good to his creatures in the future world, as his gos- 
pel ministers are in this? 


its creatures in the future world as he is in this ? 


But here we must solicit our 
opposers to take no offence, we feel perfectly tender of 
their feelings, but no less tender of the character of God. 

We are some disappointed to find that the editor of 
tne Kaleidoscope did not comprehend the force of our 
argument, in Which we made use of Jeremiah 50. 4, 5, to 
prove that God has a right to say, that his dependent 
creatures shall **seek and ask, &c. Because this 
chapter regards the return of the Jews from captivity, 
he says, ‘it is wholly inapplicable to the question,» — 
Now we expected he would have seen the force of our 
reasoning in the following consideration ; if in regard 
to the temporal deliverance of his people, God would 
exercise a sovereign right, and say, ‘* they shall seek, 


» 99 r : . “To + : ; 
and ask,” &c. surely, in a matter of an infinitely ereat- 


| the ‘*means and effers of 
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er concern, he will exercise at least as much sovereign- 
ty. In matters relating to this temporal state, our op 
poser seems willing to allow, that the divine Being rales 
the agency of his creatures, but will by no means inter- 
fere in the all important concerns of our spiritual and 
eternal interest! Is this ** rational christianity’? ? This 
is what he contends for, where he replies to our argu- 
“Tt ms 


not of him that willeth, nor of lim that runneth, but oi 


_ 


. 


I 

i 
ment in which we quoted the ft llowing words ; 
God that sheweth mercy.”> Because this passage in 
the 9th of Romans, was spoken in regard to the things 
of this world, be will not allow that it is evidence in 
our case. The amount of the whole is this; God's 
mercy is granted to men in this temporal state accord- 


But he] ine to a sovereign election of God; and the good, and 


evil works of his creatures is out of the question, but 
the eternal prize of life and immortality is dispensed on 
different principles, or is gained or lost by the ‘ free 
ney”? of this weak dependent creature man! 

To us, this is unreasonable. Reason denies every 
part of it, as it relates to a future state. Reason says, 
that the power on which infinite things depend is infi- 
nite ; it says, that the wisdom on which infinite con- 
cerns depend is infinite; it says the holiness on which 
eternal life depends, is infinite and eternal. And we 
call cn our opposers to show the contrary, and to ex- 
plain the reasonableness of their contrary views. where- 
by they will fulfil their promise. 





PIOUS REFLECTIONS. 


‘The earih is full of the goodness of the Lord.” 
Psalms xxxili. 5. 

As our pious gratitude and religious devotion to our 
heavenly Father is occasioned solely by a due sense of 
his goodness, so in order that our gratitude and devotion 
may be genuine, and abundant to the honour of the 
giver of every good and perfect gift, it is necessary 
that such evident manifestations of the divine favour 
should be every where displayed, as may be sufficient to 
convince every rational mind. The passage which heads 
these remarks is at all times true. The earth is always 
full of the goodness of the Lord ; but this goodness is most 
visible to us at certain seasons, when the fruits and pro- 
ductions of the earth are spread over our fields in the 
richest abundance, and our markets are crowded with 
all manner of good things. 

Who can contemplate the uncommonly plentiful har- 
vests which have already been gathered in this season, 
and cast an eye over the extensive fields of corn which 
is unusually promising, and observe the gardens full 
of every kind of useful vegetable, and not realize 
with gratitude to heaven, that ** the earth is full of the 
goodness of the Lord” ? 

Cun those who go into their own fields, where they 
are surrounded, on every side, with the richest tokens 
of a beneficent providence, and contemplate the wis- 
dom, power, and goodness of God manifested therein, 
without the most lively emotions of gratitude and love 
to the Father of mercies? Can our citizens go into ou 
markets and behold the plenty which there abounds, 
without breathing out, to the giver of every good gift 
the most sincere thankfulness, and unfe iened gratitude ? 

Christian readers, let us give thanks unto the Lord 
for his goodness, and for his wonderful works to the 
children of men. Let us teach our children to Jook up 
to our Father in heaven, and consider him as the mer- 
ciful giver of those plenties, which we are enabled to 
set before them. They will not love us any the less 
because we teach them to love God more than we can 
deserve to be loved. And we shall hereby Jead their 
minds to a sublime and rational happiness, which they 
never can enjoy while they remain unconscious of the 
source from whence all their comforts flow. 

But here let us not confine our minds. These tem- 
poral] mercies, though vast, and beyond the comprehen- 
sion of the most exalted and enlarged mind of man, are 





bo more than a short index to ai swumense volume, the 
reading of which will require eternal ages. 

If our creator has so bountifully provided for our ex- 
istence here, which is but momentary, and for our tem- 
poral wants which will all soon be forgottery what has 
he not done for the security of our immortal state, and 
for our enjoyment in the everlasting world? 
christians, whut 


Fellow 
boundless scenes of riches and glory are 
opening to our view, in Jesus, by whom life and im- 
mortality are brought to light! We have seen the 
brightness of the morning sun, have known the renova- 
ting majesty of his noon tide rays, have seen a fair crea- 
tion blest with his universal light and heat! but this is 
only a symbol of the sun of righteousness ; his bright- 
ness is above that of the morning sun, his heat is more 
renovating than the rays of noon. In him our heaven- 
ly Father hath given unto us eternal life. As the life 
of the natural world is in the sun, so the life of the mo- 
ral creation is in Jesus the light of the world, the life of 
man. 

If the earth be full of the goodness of the Lord have, 
we not in this a fair specimen of the rest of his vast 
creation? Have we any reason to believe that the earth 
is more favoured with the divine goodness, than any 
other part, or parts of creation? No, surely we have 
not. All those worlds which sparkle in the wide ex- 
panse of heaven, are full of the goodness of the Lord ; 
and if time be all full of divine goodness, so is eternity ; 
and if God be universally good temporally speaking, so 
is he in relation to spiritual things. 

What infinite reason have we to extrcise our hearts 
in gratitude to God, and our affections in love to him, 
With what 
propriety may we say, ** Let every thing that hath 
breath prajse the Lord.” 


who giveth us all things richly to enjoy. 





THE TRINITY. 

We proposed in our Jast, that in this, our readers 
should be presented with a shorter method than the 
usual one, by which to discuss the great question re- 
specting the Tanrry. We hope our readers will think 
with us, that a question of so much importance, must, 
in the very nature of things, be solvable by some very 
easy method. 

if Jesus Christ be in fact the only Supreme Being, 
tlicn those who do not believe this fact, do not believe 
in Jesus Christ. 

The short and easy method which we propose, and 
which we think will accommodate the capacities and 
acquirements of all our readers, is to take the four 
Evangelists, and read the whole that Jesus said of him- 
self, and endeavour to understand his own testimony 
in agreement with itself, and having succeeded in this, 
be satisfied that the truth is hereby obtained, according- 
ly as we all ought to believe. 

It can seem hardly necessary to offer any arguments 
in favour of the method we here propose. We think its 
propriety must strike every mind, most clearly ; for if 
we believe what Jesus himself taught, no doubt we shall 
believe what the prophets and the disciples of Jesus 
believed. In future, perhaps we may lend our readers 
some assistance in this discussion in the method here 
proposed. 





———s 








MARRIED, 


In this town, Mr. Reuben Weston to Miss Rhoda 
Stowell. 

In Gloucester, George W. Pearce, (of the house oi 
Wm. Pearce & Sons,) to Miss Hannah D. Low. 


DIED, 


In this town, Mrs. Ann Loring, wife of Caleb Loring, 
aged 50. Mr. Samuel Whitney, aged 28. Miss Lydia 
Smith, aged 2). Mr. Samuel F. bsanions, aged 32.— 
Mrs. Nancy Blyman, aged 69.. Mr. Samuel M, Froth- 
ingham, aged 29, son of J. Frothingham, Esq. of Port- 
land. Francis Mehitable, daughter of Mr. George 
Darracott, aged 2 years. 
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POETS CORNER, 
rOR THE MAGAZINE. 
ASAD 
*s The Lord is good to all; and his tender mercies are 


over all his works..°—Pesalms cxly. 9. 


RANGE we the wood, or 


A thousand wonders meet the curious eye, 
hese chance ne’er formed, the light of reason shows, 


view the lofty sky, 


Nor can our minds on such wild scheme repose ; 
Mhen if a cause produce these lovely scenes, 
Of pendant planets, and of smiling greens, 

it must possess a boundless fund of thought, 
Mlse these great marvels never could be wro 
lt must be order, symmetry and power, 

As shows the sun, and ev'ry opening flowe: 
it must be wisdom, intinite and pure, 

hat its great works uninjured might endure 
Hence it is goodness, and delighted gives, 
its space of being to each thing that lives, 
Nor can a creature from its bounty fed, 
Sustain its ‘* endless curses on his hea 

For if the power that formed, withdraws his 
fall, and sink the solid land, 


ion 


he heavens would 
And ev’ry creature thro’ 
Resolve to dust, in this wide desolation 


the whole crea 


As this is plain to reason’s searching ken, 
With ease we trace the joyous lot of men, 
See rising stars beam roma the cloudy sky , 
Born from the brightness of Jehovah's eye; 
Rapt with the view, all former doubtings ceare, 
As through the soul each object whispers peace. 

The glimm’ring light that guides our trembling minds, 
Is often clouded, shook by warring winds, 

So that its beam but seldom can display, 

Around our path, the steady light of day ; 

Hence all the dreary phantoms of the brain, 
Concerning God, the source of endless pain ; 

Hence all the fury raging bigots feel, 

When for their friends they whet the glitt’ring steel, 
When for their wives they light the fun'ral pile, 
Exulting o’er the scene with hellish smuil 

But when this lamp with constant lusire burns, 

This dream of Hades into rapture turns, 

And that dark God who seem’d creation’s foe, 
Whose breath was brimstone, and whose look was wo, 
Unclouded shines, the bliss of ev'ry race, 

That lives along the boundlessness of space. 

Hence ev’ry object seen in earth or main, 

Denotes the goodness of lis casy reign, 

Proclaims to man in characters divine, 

Hiis means abundant, and his great design. 

Farth’s feeblest sons admire the lily’s hue, 

The brilliant rainbow, and the violet’s blue, 

They see a God in each small insect’s form, 

And hear his voice roll thro’ the deep’ning storia ; 


Then why should those, whose spacious minds embrace 


The whole existence of the human race, 

Who find a cause whose wisdom has combin’d, 
The chainless powers that form the soaring mind, 
Impeach that God, whom ev'ry rustic sees, 
Shine in the stars and whisper in the breeze ? 
*Tis learned pride, ’tis ** haughtiness of soul,” 
That deems a part must constitute the whole, 
That thinks the ign’raut ne’er partake of bliss, 
Or can enjoy a happier state than this. 

But when these sons of arrogance shall see, 
The impartial light that shines in Deity, 
Their former dreams of an exclusive heaven, 
Shall fade like vistors of a cloudy even; 


When their warm hearts shall unincumber’d ily, 
Along their native regions of the sky, 

A livelier pulse shall beat, a higher rapture burn, 
To see from earth each erring child return, 

To see the clouds of darkness melt away, 

And glory’s blissful sun diffuse an endless day. 








UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


This joyous thought gives life a brighter face, 
Dispels our cares, and cheers our heavenward race, 
Retines our feelings, clevates our sight, 
And marks our path with everlasting light 
No other cause philosophy can give, 
Why man exists, or why the creatures live, 
But God's « 

Declares this purpose to — bri ug! ty 
Ends all the search, removes the cause of strife 


And opes the gate of everlasting life. 


own word confirms our lab’ring thought, 


Eircom the Nationa! Intelligencer. 


CELESTIAL objects to mankind disp! ay 
The power and wisdom of the Almighty’s sway 
Terrestial scenes more variousl) dispense 


Fresh proofs of these join’d with benevolence 


There’s but one system of material laws 
Is wide unfolded by the Great First Cause 
Here physical and m ral arts combin’d, 
To touch the keart and to instruct the ming 


late ; 


*s itself inadequate. 


Spe ech is too faint oul blessings to re 
To learn them life 
Wondering, we view harmonious orbs above 
Below we witness universal love, 

From nature up to nature’s God we soar. 
And daily, more discovering, more act 
By him inspir’d we feel as well as 

And clasp our faith in immortality. 
Celestial bodies, which increasing roi, 
Eternity inculcate to the soul ; 

But all things here assurance blend with 
A life eternal, with exhaustless bliss 

The former only can our reverence raise 
The latter joy, and gratitude and praise. 


-- 
- 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


Dialogue betucen a Universalist and a Limitarian. 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE lb. 

Lim. | cee the force of your remarks, both as they 
apply to my own argument, and also as they suggest 
an idea which to me is entirely new. I mean the idea 
that the death of Christ was not necessary to render 
God merciful to us. This is what I was by no means 
looking for. We have been settled 

ial in the opinion that the mediation of Christ, and es- 
pecially his sufferings for us, was the procuring cause 
of God’s favour tous. As the sin of Adam rendered 
the whole of his posterity hable to the pains of hell for- 
ever, it has been believed that the death of Christ was 


from time immemo- 


necessary to appease the divine wrath, and open a door 
whereby God could be merciful. But then it was be- 
lieved that the death of Christ was in behalf 
tain elected number, who were ord 
life, and that there is no mercy 
human Hiowever, since the 


ofa cer- 
ained from ail eter- 
\ erl: - 


nity unto € 


for the rest of the race. 
doctrine of Universalism has been believed, and propo- 
gated on the foundation of Christ’s dying for all men, it 
has been thought necessary to make some alteration in 
this scheme of atonement, and by supposing it to stand 
on general principles, but not as rendering salvation 
could avoid the arguments of the 
‘tion, and at the same 


eternal misery to himsels, 


certain to 
Unive 
lay the blame of the sinner’s 
by holding up a free pardon for any who will repent «nd 
believe the gospel, knowing at the same time that it is 
impossible for one that was not elected from all eterni- 
ty to repent and believe. But Iam now brought into 
rather a difficult situation. I see that my own argu- 
ment makes it as just for God to forgive all mankind as 
By what you have 


any, we 


maintain ele« time 


rsalists, 


it is for him to forgive one. said 
signifying that no atonement was necessary to render 
God merciful to sinners, though it seems that what you 
say conveys to my mind some rays of light, some flash- 
es of reason, I am rather confused in my mind, and 
will ask you to suspend any further consideration of this 
particular, and proceed to finish your reply to my form- 
er question respecting the denunciation, that the soul 
that sins shall die, on which subject I interrupted you. 


Uni. 1 am glad you are disposed to return to that 
subject, for i I can be so happy as to succeed in com- 
municating to your understanding, the views which | 
entertain in respect to if, I shall at the same time bring 
into view the ground of this subject which You say jg 
new, and on whi ich you fecl a little confused. 

In further replying to your objection, that the soul 
that «ins shall die, | wish in the first place to contend 
that t] 
of the gospel dispensation to reverse it. 


‘is denunciation must stand, and that it js no part 
The scheme 
of divine grace, manifested in Jesus, never contemplat- 
ed any method to prevent the sinner’s receiving the due 
‘The mistake which lies at the 


reward of his iniquity. 


bottom of many errors and false notions, and which has 
viyen them rise and support, is the unfounded, unrea- 
sonable, and uuscriptural —o th: it God has denoun- 
ced a penalty of eternal death on man for his sins, So 
strong is the power of tradition on this subject, that ages 
have rolled away without bringing it tou a general and 
fuir discussion. 

But what foundation, my dear fricnd, is there in all 


this Opmiot 
Or what reason can there be made 


the scriptures for i Which has been so uni- 
‘ ersuilly admitted ? 
to appear in support of it Our doctors have suid, that 
suid to Adam, ** In the day thou eatest there- 


> he me ant that 


when God 
of the Adam should 
lie te mipol lly, spiritually, and eternally. But is there 
that appears in support of this 
More over, they | ove that this 
but was 
posterity to the latest cen 


u shalt surely dic, 


one word of scripture 


tote >) ¢ 
statement contended 


denunciation éeil, not only on Adam and Eve. 


equalls warded to all their 
eration. 
After this 


divines then think about some method of re- 


unreasonable, unscriptural statement 
made, our 
moving this dreadful thre 


atenmg. And here they invent 


a scheme of crace which is just as unreasonable and as 
ation, ‘Theis 


and their svs 


unscriptural as their system of condenin 


system of justice is unmerciful, teni of vrace 
is unjust ¢ 
to remove this awful denunciation of end- 


c¢ d 


In order 


less punishment, th y have supy that the mediatoi 


himseli to bear th. shment which was 


that 


treel iy offered 


nun 
I 
he, acting as a substitute, 


due to mankind for sin. 


in the room of the sinner, might remove the curse from 
us, satisfy divine justice, und render God merciiul. 
Now the whole of this system of human invention 


inay safely be denied. Yes, even if we were una 
i not show ite tof 
in that case be authorised to 


that itha 


refute it, even if we coul: 


priety, we should, 


want of pro- 
even 
deny it ; and that upon the principle s ho sup- 
port in the scriptures. 

death.’ which 
in human tradit 


And the 
ble as it is unscriptural. 


The words * eterna! have 


oceupied 
such a distinguished rauk jon, are not 
idea they com- 
Wat 
x any punichment to be just 
usily stiled our Father in 
heaven; and the Saviour, when he made a comparison 
between an earthly pareut, and our heavenly Father, 
evidently represented our Father in heaven to be more 
kind than the corthly parent. But what parent here 
on earth would denounce au unmerciiul punishment on 


found in all the seripture 


municate is at unrensona 
reason is there in supposins 


that is unmercitul? God is 


his offspring ‘ 
TO BE CONTINUED. 
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AND CHILDREN. 

t in order to cause their 
inust carefully manifest 

induce 


TO PARENTS 
Parents will recollect tha 
children to love them, they 
their love to their children; and in order to 
children to speak the truth at all times, the parent or 
guardian should be careful never to deceive them. 
Children are reminded, that if they would live in the 
enjoyment of parental love they must carefully-obey 
their parents, for disobedience brings guilt. 
—<—_——— ———— 
PRINTING OF ALL KINDS, 
EXECUTED AT THIS OFFICE, IN A NEAT AND 
ELEGANT sTYLeE. 
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